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December 11, 1965 

Senator Joseph ly dings 
U.:. Senate. 

^eshington, B,G. 

/ 

Dess Senator ™y dings, 

T ou f ®p r f oeh . to .**• Yidt P**ofcl<» on the Sherer*Mee«eii fieport on NBC TV 
bassoon t h^Q^^J* 1 *** 5 Sh ? Brief as is your suggestion, "nsgotiatisms 

f * ifc 18 y 0t T «rbort > sad it rsooaraends e course of action 

^ cannot stteoeeo, that morally ana legally ought not succeed, m& that can and 
will lesu only to farther frustrations and worse, 

fhere were negotiations. They re suit ©4 in the Osneve Accord, -hat we need now, ana 
!?:: 8 t OQs ce * s ^“ e ® d * is i^aist#, complete aM unequivocal implementation of 

T ’f °T eOUa ^ soleml y itself to honor. Mad our government 

I™* signed ans honored an agreement ending that wer, and then, ten or twelve 

ccnfrimtGd * ith the deasad, under 'implemented threats, that we 
renegoti. t© thst agreement in fever of our Packers, would it survive? that weuld 
we ss a people thins and do about this? Certainly, the least that ® as . be seid is 

W0 ^ not to J*»** 1 *» hot think we have ever had a government which 

nT 6i r B f eri £ u ? thou^t to such a proposal, either. Why then, should we 

th«t thi5 3S -°L°a^ r !* l n ~T 4 * '^‘should *® deK8nd lf '» Implying et the seme time 
, -% this iv, an as. Ox g^ee, a major concession on our part. 

alone in this hideous venture, save for the token contribution# 

because wh-~i°^ ^ adl ^ tS! » 5° r which we in any event pay many time® over? Precisely 

tolthe reetVAh 6Kfen " i,a not a«®0ptible, to those we have made our r-emiss end more, 
tophe rest q, tlu world, especially those who are sad want to he our mends. 

I??!! tf .T 6 solution in the terms the government offers. The worst 

thing the t could nor pen to us in Fist Mam. is that we succeed is the military venture 

Z 0k T- i* , la ~~ ««4 * failure, for i f 

!L r ” ^ iMrx.ca-ireably worse shape, in Viet If am, at home end in the rest of the world 

th if WS sussed , Also, I believe the world is long pest the point where it will * 
regard migk u a** right. Today only whet is right e-an be regarded as right, end what 
is wrong osnaot and mast not be regarded as right, aor should our or any other 

° f “<> V^Ofle or Mr. »«t of tt. »orld ttot !>e con ol7 e rllA S S7 



If there is to be a solution in Viet Baa, end 1 belie#© we above all 
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rl/ase prophet who led os into this quagmire, for the same problem would still 
confront us: we must get out of it. 



Then the only question is how, end the only answer is however possible. Fortunately, 
despite all errors end faults, we live in s world that you, as a lawyer, 1 believe 
will acknowledge, regards light end justice es the most important things* If we 
take the lead in peeking e solution that is right and just, regardless of how it 
may seam to those whose greatest concern is with what they conkfeder " image” or 
” fee©” - and such people exist all over the world end in ell countries - we can 

only benefit from it, both now and in the future. And wo will ngsin have won 

what clearly we have now lost, the respect of the rest of the world. 



c0 I some to the verbosity in your suggestion. It is tbe word” negotiat ions”. 

If you propose, and mors important, if our government proposes, the is:ae diets 
iapldraentetion of the Geneva Accord, we ere on the firmest possible ground, Fe 
are out of the quicksand* Ke here a solution that will work and must, for the 
rest of the world will eventually enforce it if any of the parties refuse to. 

whether or not this .agreement was wise is today not an issue. I happen to believe 
it was a sound solution. It is the solution that was agreed to and' that ell the 
parties are bound to abide by. 

If oar government proposes ‘this soultioa, will it in spy way suffer? Will it or any 
people surrender or lose anything of value or importance': I think not, and only 
those He adder thel mentalities who wo hove followed ie -pits their clear record of 
consistent failure and always being wrong will object to it. Ihey will do so 
because they want what is wrong, that they should not want. Such projects must 
fail if tbe world end its people are to" thrive and live in peace, unly right must 
succeed. There is no other basis for life in today* 3 world* 

I do believe that if our government calls for the immediate and unconditional 
implementation ofnthe Geneva Accord, its cell will be g clarion to the world 
and it will be honored both abroad snd st home. This will not be rsga rdsd ss a 
defeat, but es s victory, and it will, indeed ho s victory, for whether we ere 
today or have in the past been right or wrong, the public scknowledgement of what 
is right will earn everyone’ s respect -na admiration. 



More important, it is the need of the world, and it is the only possible way in 
whieh this most crucial of today’s problems cen be met and solved. Remefoer, too, 
that the Cuban Missis Crisis was in^edistely followed by the limited test-ban treaty* 

Sincerely yours. 



Harold be is berg 
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